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Response to Letter 29 

 
MCAVOY, PATRIC AND PAULA 

 
 
 
1. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to Response of Letter 7 (Mats Mats Area 

Coalition – March 7), comment 17 for a discussion on SEPA terminology.  Please refer 
to the Groundwater section of this Final EIS for a discussion on potential impacts to off-
site wells. 

 
2.  Comment acknowledged.  The sources of fresh water utilized for dust control on the 

quarry site include retained stormwater and a shallow on-site well.  Adequate water for 
dust control and other quarry operations (including one toilet and one sink at the office) 
is available from these on-site sources.  Water from the Olympus Beach Tracts system 
has not and would not be utilized for quarry operations.   

 
3. Only one flyrock incident has been verified.  This incident involved a small piece of rock 

that landed on a neighbor’s deck.  With regard to structure age and susceptibility to 
vibrations, the relationship between peak particle velocity, frequency, and potential 
included in the Washington State Blasting Regulations (WAC-296-52) for structural 
damage was developed from studies on structures constructed prior to 1977. 

 
4. Please refer to Response to Letter 4 (Jefferson County), comments 31 and 43, and the 

Surface Water section of this Final EIS. 
 
5. Contaminants such as nitrates and phosphates could occur at elevated concentrations in 

the stormwater and mine water collected at the base of the quarry.  Potential impacts 
associated with surface water quality are discussed in the Groundwater section and 
Appendix XIII of this Final EIS.  Minimal amounts, if any, of the ponded stormwater or 
mine water located at elevations lower than mean sea level would infiltrate into the 
underlying basalt aquitard based on (1) the quarry being located in an area of 
groundwater discharge, and (2) the extremely low hydraulic conductivity of the intact 
basalt.  Nearby offsite supply wells south of the site are not located in a downgradient 
direction relative to likely groundwater flow directions, and the multiple basalt flows 
located between the southern mine limits and the offsite wells provide an effective 
hydraulic barrier.  Any water that does infiltrate into the basalt at the base of the pit 
would not flow towards the offsite supply wells.  Refer to the Groundwater section and 
Appendix I of this Final EIS for additional discussion concerning potential impacts to 
offsite supply wells and propose mitigation measures.  Sampling of the proposed ground 
water monitoring wells for nitrate is included in the revised ground water monitoring 
program (Appendix IX of this Final EIS) for the purpose of identifying any trends in 
nitrate concentrations that could potentially be associated with the use of explosives 
during future mining operations.  

 
6. Comment acknowledged.  Existing and proposed mining and reclamation operations 

would continue to be designed and phased to minimize the potential for slide, collapse or 
erosion of stockpiles into the quarry.  All site operations would be conducted according 
to applicable mining safety regulations.  
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7. There has not been any observed direct discharge of water into water that originated 

from the interior of the mine and flowed towards the marine water via fractures that 
resulted from mine operations.  Water accumulating in the mine backfill material after 
reclamation is complete would likely follow similar subsurface hydraulic pathways 
through the surrounding intact bedrock that existed prior to mining at the site.  There are 
no identified potential adverse impacts associated with the eventual subsurface 
discharge of groundwater from the site into surrounding marine water. 

 
8. The only two avenues of sediment introduction to Mats Mats Bay from the existing 

quarry are airborne deposition of dust and discharge during mining and discharge of 
stormwater and dewatering water after treatment.  Tidal exchange likely continues to 
release sediment from the upper slip that was used as a sediment trap prior to Glacier’s 
acquisition of the property.  As indicated in the Draft EIS and the Response to Letter 7 
(Mats Mats Area Coalition – March 7), comment 64, airborne dust accumulations in Mats 
Mats Bay would total less than 5/100ths of an inch even if the mine were to operate for 
100 years.  Discharge from the mine, following the upgrades to the stormwater system 
instituted by Glacier Northwest, Inc. after their acquisition of the property in 1995, has 
been compliant with NPDES General Permit discharge requirements, and is thus not a 
significant source of sediment to Mats Mats Bay that could impede navigation.  Please 
also refer to Response to Letter 3 (OAPCA), comment 1. 

 
9. Quarry truck traffic has been using the area roadways and intersections for decades.  

The cited acute angle intersection was constructed in the 1930’s, and has safely 
conducted traffic since that time.  Volumes on Oak Bay Road and Olympus Blvd. are low 
enough that trucks and other vehicles can maneuver safely, despite the acute angle of 
the intersection. 

 
AASHTO is a reference document, and does not set standards.  The document is used 
primarily for designing roadways, not for determining impacts.  For instance, if a new 
development resulted in increased traffic to levels that exceed service standards, the 
County or State might require a pro rata share rebuilding of the Oak Bay Road/Olympus 
Boulevard intersection (pro rata share only, or the percentage of total intersection traffic 
related to the land use in question).  In that case, roadway designers would reference 
AASHTO for an optimum intersection design.  However, the Proposed Action does not 
add additional traffic to area roadways, and no significant impacts result from the 
continued use of the quarry.   

 
10. The existing roadways in the area are structurally sound and are capable continued 

handling traffic volumes identified in the EIS.  As under current conditions, periodic road 
maintenance would be required. 

 
11. Please refer to response to comment 9 of this letter. 
 
12. Please see discussion under comment 9 of this letter.  The project does not add 

additional traffic to area roadways, and so no impacts occur.  Because no significant 
traffic impacts were identified, no mitigation can be required under SEPA.  Also, there 
have been no reported accidents related to quarry traffic (refer to response to Letter 22, 
Funke, William, comment 4).  The entering sight distance may not be the optimum, but 
operates sufficiently for local traffic conditions - no accidents have occurred related to 
the sight distance, or involving quarry truck traffic. 
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Measurable traffic impacts must be related to locally adopted standards.  The Proposed 
Action adds no new traffic in the study area (or even beyond the study area).  Even if 
there were some demonstrable impact related to the proposal (related to locally adopted 
standards), any mitigation would be pro rata share only.  Under SEPA, mitigation can 
only be required for impacts directly related to a specific action, and then, only to the 
degree that the project impacts the facility.  If this were a brand new quarry, and the 
existing intersection was found to be inadequate (by local standards) to carry that traffic, 
then the property owners would be responsible for their pro rata share of the 
improvement.  Truck traffic from the quarry represents approximately 1% of area 
intersection traffic. 

 
13. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to Response to Letter 7 (Mats Mats Area 

Collation – March 7), comment 12 for a discussion on roadway safety. 
 
14. Please refer to Response to Letter 2 (Department of Fish and Wildlife), comment 7. 
 


